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TIME OF DECISION 


A year ago, in statements of the President, American political morality reached its highest 
point. On October 31, in a speech to the world, President Eisenhower said, “I am ever more deeply 
convinced that the United Nations represents the soundest hope for peace in the world. For this 


very reason I believe that the processes of the United Nations need further to be developed and 
strengthened . . . There can be no peace without law.” 


Again, on January 21, in his second Inaugural Address, the President said, “There must be 


justice, sensed and shared by all peoples; for, without justice the world can know only a tense and 
unstable truce . .. There must be law...” 


Those statements were made at the time of the crises in Suez and Hungary. They were a re- 


sponse to danger which gave cause to believe that our leadership was in tune with the great moral 
and political tides of the future. 


Since then, crises of infinitely vaster scope have swept the world. 


© And the American response? Has it continued to be in tune with the tides of the future? It is 
compounded of recrimination, soft soap and panic. In this greater time of decision our leaders have 


said little about the United Nations, nothing about developing and strengthening its processes, and 
the word “law” has not appeared. 


Few would argue with our decision to catch up with the Russians, for we live in the jungle. But 


are we planning to do so for its own sake, or so that we can speak from strength when we demand 
peace with equal justice for all, enforced by law? 


On numerous occasions people in high places have urged the President to speak before the 
General Assembly of the United Nations. They have urged it because they believe the United 


Nations does represent “the soundest hope for peace in the world”, because they are convinced that 
the best answer is to develop and strengthen its processes. 


No plans were made to speak to the United Nations. Instead, the President or Mr. Nixon will 
shortly go to Paris to represent the U.S. at NATO. 


Is this the major decision, to by-pass the United Nation once again? Is it the “tense and un- 
stable truce” the President deplored in January that we now seek? 


The people long for solutions. They will follow a policy of boldness and courage and vision. 
They will respond to greatness because they are awakened to the dangers. The leaders will have 


served them ill if, when they could guide them willingly on the road to peace, they choose the path 
to destruction. 


6 Here is the opportunity for Federalists. By stating their case unequivocally, by showing that 


they will not abdicate in the face of crisis, they can galvanize the people into moving with the great 
tide of the future. 


What an opportunity it is. 


= 


FOCUS FEDERALISM 


DISSECTING WASHINGTON 


A political action program for 
UWF has been drawn up by 
the Public Affairs Committee. 
Meeting in Washington in 
November, the Committee ap- 
proved the draft of two pro- 
posed resolutions which will 
form the basis of an all-out 
Se GB legislative campaign next 
year. 
= One resolution urges the 
Administration to: (1) Undertake an immediate 
study of the political and legal institutions requir- 
ed to enable the UN to maintain a just and lasting 
peace under enforceable world law; (2) Prepare 
for this study U.S. positions for a UN Charter 
Review conference; (3) Advocate those require- 
ments for true world peace which the U.S. deter- 
mines to be necessary; (4) Make every effort in 
the meantime to strengthen the International 
Court of Justice, increase the effectiveness of the 
International Law Commission and create a per- 
manent UN Police Force. 


The second resolution, dealing with disarm- 
ament, calls for a policy encompassing these broad 
and related requirements: (1) Development of a 
comprehensive plan for universal, enforceable dis- 
armament; (2) terms for the settlement of related 
political problems; (3) proposals for a progressive 
development of UN inspection and police powers 
adequate to secure nations at each successive stage 
of disarmament; and (4) maintenance of our own 
military program until these goals are achieved. 


Just what will be done about the resolutions 
depends upon the extent of support among mem- 
bers of Congress and other organizations. The 
Public Affairs Committee has asked members to 
interview their Senators and Congressmen during 
the current recess and report to the Washington 
office. 


Meanwhile, a study has been launched of the 
International Court of Justice to see just what 
might be done to strengthen the Court. A policy 
forming kit on the Court will be ready for distri- 
bution soon. 

A deterrent to wider use of the Court is the 
reservations placed against acceptance of com- 


pulsory jurisdiction by the U.S. and by other 
nations. The study now being made includes the 
desirability of pressing at this time for a repeal 
of the U.S. reservation, under which the U.S. itself 
will determine what matters are essentially dom- 
estic in nature and, therefore, outside the juris- 
diction of the Court. 


Spotlighting the United Nations 


Disarmament: By a vote 
of 60 in favor, 9 against, 
with 11 abstentions, the 
General Assembly decid- 
ed to enlarge the Disarm- 
ament Commission for 
the coming year to twen- 
ty-five nations - the Security Council members, 
plus Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, 
Burma, Czechoslovakia, Egypt, India, Italy, Mex- 
ico, Norway, Poland, Tunisia and Yugoslavia. 


The Soviet Bloc announced the new composition 
of the Commission is still unsatisfactory, and 
Soviet Bloc nations will not serve on it. In spite 
of this threat, look for the Soviets to be present 
if a meeting of the Commission is held. 


UNEF: Any deficit in UNEF finances for 1957 
up to 13.5 million dollars, and UNEF expenses 
for 1958 up to 25 million dollars will be assessed 
on all members according to their UN budget 
shares. This Assembly decision was adopted by 
51 in favor, 11 against, with 19 abstentions. 

Under the Charter, failure to comply with this 
decision by any nation could result in loss of its 
voting rights. It remains to be seen if compliance 
will be granted, or can be enforced. 


Economic Development: The U.S. has proposed 
a substantial increase in UN Technical Assistance 
with some new research and training features in 
the program. Indications are that under-developed 
nations look with some favor on this plan, and 
might consider it a preliminary to, but not a 
substitute for, SUNFED. If SUNFED is pressed 
to the vote, it will pass over U.S. opposition. 
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THE READER’S FORUM 


Two New England Resolutions 


Boston’s UWF Executive Committee feels 
strongly that this is a time for a clear statement 
of UWF’s aims. 

Accordingly, it has recommended to the national 
leadership of UWF that the following would be 
appropriate expressions of desirable United States 
policy. They are framed in terms of two resolu- 
tions: 


1. BE IT RESOLVED that the United States 
government should: 


(a) Propose to all nations of the world that 
they join with it in the formation of a world 
federal government; 

(b) Seek to limit such government to jurisdic- 
tion over matters of peace and war only, including 
the vesting in such government of control over 
armaments ; 

(c) In the event that all nations will not join 
such a government, seek the formation of a gov- 
ernment of those who will. 


2. BE IT RESOLVED that the United States 
government should: 

(a) Propose to all nations of the world that 
they join with it in seeking amendments to the 
United Nations Charter that will strengthen the 
United Nations by: 

Prohibiting by law the use of force or threat 
of force by nations in international affairs; 
Providing an agreed schedule of universal and 
complete disarmament ; 
Granting power to the General Assembly to 
make laws binding on all persons and all nation- 
al governments which prohibit manufacture, 
possession or use of armament beyond that re- 
quired for internal policing ; 
Establishing a system of enforcement of the 
agreed disarmament, giving the UN, through 
inspectors, civilian police, criminal courts and 
armed forces, compulsory authority over all 
nations and individuals accused of violating the 
disarmament regulations ; 
Conferring upon an expanded UN judiciary 
compulsory jurisdiction to interpret world laws, 
to adjudicate disputes between nations, and, 
subject to adequate constitutional safeguards, 
to try individuals accused of violating world 
laws governing disarmament and prohibiting 
aggression ; 

Reserving to the nations and their peoples all 

powers not expressly delegated to the United 

Nations, thus guaranteeing to each nation com- 

plete internal sovereignty to manage its dom- 


estic affairs, and freedom to choose its own 

domestic political, economic, social and religious 

institutions. 

(b) Until all nations accept the above princi- 
ples cooperate with like-minded nations in adopt- 
ing those portions of these proposals consistent 
with maintaining the balance of power. 

‘The first draft resolution is preferable. If it 
fails of adoption by UWF, the Boston Committee 
recommends the second. 

UWF should stand for these things, and say so 
now if it is to lead public opinion. 


Henry R. Atkinson, Chairman 
Greater Boston Council, UWF 


Call a Spade a Spade 


Isn’t it about time that UWF re-examine its 
position in relation to the UN? In our endeavor 
to show that UWF is friendly towards the UN, 
we have come to speak so well of it that we have 
completely lost sight of the purpose for which 
UWF was established, namely, to sell world fed- 
eral government as man’s only hope for peace 
and that if we are to get it through the UN, the 
structure must be greatly altered? 

Let’s stop worrying about being over-critical 
of the UN, provided, of course, we speak the truth 
as we see it. We'll never get UN Charter revision 
without first thoroughly pointing out, instead of 
soft-pedalling, the errors and omissions of the 
present UN structure. 


Herbert Weinstein, New Jersey 


The Cart Before The Horse 


Of course we would like to see the world disarm- 
ed, but it is only wishful thinking as long as there 
is nothing to take the place of arms to protect 
the disarmed nations. 

I feel sure that neither Russia nor the U.S. 
would do much disarming until the UN or some 
other body was strong enough to protect them. 

And the UN Police Force without full UN 
authority to control it is like putting the cart 
before the horse. 


I have stood for World Government, with each 
and all nations justly represented to handle all 
international matters and with no authority to 
interfere with any nation’s internal affairs since 
the First World War. 

We seem to be just jockeying for position for 
the next war .... I think most of the good offi- 
cials would back the World Government idea if 
the public would back them. 


John F. White, Pennsylvania 


POLICY FORMING KITS 


The Policy Forming Kit on a Permanent UNEF 
has been available for over a month. Many chap- 
ters are organized in study groups and are using 
it. 

The Policy Forming Kit on Disarmament is 
ready and has gone to many chapters for their 
use. 

The Kit on the World Court is now being pre- 
pared and will be ready in January. 

These Kits offer chapters an opportunity to 
help formulate UWF policy, and are excellent 
tools for organizing study groups with other or- 
ganizations. We hope your chapter is using them. 


Microscoping the World 

The “World Federalist’, 
the WAWF’s _ excellent 
magazine, is now on sale on 
almost all newsstands, in 
bookstores, railroad  sta- 
tions and air line terminals 
in Holland. 

Quote from the Earl of 
Gosford, Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs, speaking in the 
House of Lords, November 7, 1957. 

“Her Majesty’s Government are fully in agree- 
ment with world government .. . Surely what 
stops us is the fact that the Soviet bloc would not 
agree to it unless it was a Communist-dominated 
goal. To use the United Nations machinery for 
world government is, again, obviously a goal; 
but again the Soviet bloc would not agree .... 
Nevertheless, step by step we will try and strive 
towards that goal.” 
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Membership Tally — Nov. 30, 1957 


Two months after the beginning of the new 
membership year, the eleven chief areas of UWF 
have made the following progress toward their 
membership goals - 10% increase over the Sep- 
tember, 1957 figures: 


Mid-Lakes 41% of this year’s goal 
Central Atlantic 40% 
N. California 39% 
S. California 39% 
New Jersey 35% 
Illinois 31% 
Pennsylvania 21% 
_New England 18% 
New York 15% 
Mid-West 13% 
Minnesota 02% 


For the smaller states, the figures are: 
North Carolina 57% 


Colorado 54% 
Oregon 52% 
Florida 43% 
Georgia 39% 
Utah 33% 
New Mexico 30% 
Washington 18% 


Some areas started later than others in getting 
out their first membership mailings, so that 
this first report is not indicative of effectiveness 
or future action. It is hoped, however, that by next 
month the trend will have averaged out over the 
country. 
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